PEAK STAGE DIFFERENCES

2015
» Percent of yeanwith max stage at least
1 1.00 ft higher than 2010
\ 1965 -1995 Simulation Period
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Note: Map values do not disguish between grounditer and surface water and
should only be used as a generaldatbr of subregions that may have a change

in peak stages. Those subregions require more detailed investigation and analysis
before site-specific inferencelsaut changes in flooding risk can be made.



